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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASH I NGTON 

February 22, 1985 


Dear Cap: 

When we saw each other two weeks ago, there was no question 
that you were as concerned as I that the ambiguity starting 
to surround SDI could not be allowed to gain momentum. 

As I remember we saw eye-to-eye that: 

- SDI is a research program to destroy ballistic missiles 
per se: not a program to defend ICBMs (though that may come 
with the territory). 

It is the promise of boost-phase kill that provides the 
leverage for the President's vision. 

- SDI is a central theme within the President's long-term 
strategy: (the best flesh-on-the-bones definition I've 
heard to date is probably Paul Nitze's "phased" arms- 
control strategy. ) • 

Because we agree completely on these issues, I know you 
were as upset as I was about the New York Times article 
(Feb 14) — which resulted from discussions with some of our 
arms control people in London, and reported we were advo- 
cating terminal defense of silos. But the ambiguity con- 
tinues, as evidenced by the (attached) articles in both 
the Post and the Times . 

There's no question there are some who believe we should 
remain ambiguous: that our best chance lies in confusing 
the opposition by not giving them a solid target to shoot 
at, and by having a little something for everyone. I know. 
I've talked to quite a number of them in just the last two 
weeks who are adamant on this. But for all the talk of 
billions to be spent on the SDI in the next several years, 
you and I know this is an absolutely minimal budget: one 
which cannot be stretched to do everything for everyone 
without eventually producing nothing for anyone. Worse, 
this approach makes a mockery of the fact that the President 
has a very definite agenda in his mind. Those who continue 
to act as though he intends simply to stumble blindly ahead 
"...and see what happens.. •" do him grave disservice. 
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Capr I continue to advocate the three main tenets you and 
I agreed upon., I believe them crucial to the difference 
between the 1972 Treaty era and today; necessary if our 
technology program is to demonstrate its near-term reality; 
and vital to the President's overall strategy. And as 
testimony swings into high gear over the next several 
weeks r I want to assure you I continue to support your clear 
interpretation of these tenets, and of the President's ulti- 
mate goals. I still believe forthright honesty to be the 
best policy. 


Sincerely, 

Jr 

G. A. Keyworth 

Science Advisor to the President 

The Honorable Caspar W. Weinberger 
Secretary of Defense 
Washington, D.C. 20301 

Enclosures 
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WASHINGTON POSx 22 February Pg.24 

Panel Told ‘Star ^^rs’ May Spark 
Increase in Soviet Offensive R)rces 


By Walter Pincus 

WMhmfim Suff Wni«r 

Soviet leaders ... in- 

crease their offensive forces” as an 
initial response to IVesident Rea- 
gan’s “Star Wars” Strategic De- 
fense Initiative (SDI), Underaeoe- 
tary of Defense Fred C. lUe told a 
Senate armed services subconunit- 
tee yesterday. I 

“It is concdvable * Ikle added, in I 
ao^er to questions by Sen. Jeff 
Bmg am an (D-N.M.), “they may shift 
to (budding more] bombers *and | 

cnuse missies.” which would not be 
affected by a Star Wars qrstem. “V 
they see our (ballistic missile) de- 
fen^ are woridng.” 

But. Ikle maintained. Moscow 
eventually would realize that, fued 
with a capable U.S. space-based de- 
fensive aystem. it would be in ffidr 
interest to reduce offensive niis- 
siles. • 

Dele and Lt Gen. James A. Abra- 
hanison. director of the SIH pro- 
gram, adm aq>peared with him. were 
questioned sharply by panel Dem- 
ocrats about udiat were d c^Kr ib ed 
as inconsistencies in Reagan offi- 
cials* descriptioos of the program 
and how it would be handled at the 
opooming arms control negotiations 
in Geneva. 

In answers to Sen. Carl Levin (D- 
Micfa.). Dde said U.S. negotiators 
would “discuss bow we can walk (to- 
ward a regime of missileHldense ' 
qrstems] together.* but be repeated 
the president’s sUtement that the 
Unit^ States would not agree to 
limitiQg Star Wars research. 

When l^vm pressed hww to say 
adiat the Soviets could expect from 
the Geneva arms control negotia- 
tirtu concerned sdely with the sjrs- 
tems generally grouped under Die i 
.SDI heading. Dde responded, “con- 
fi de n o e -bui ldin g measures” mmI 
“liow we can coordinate {q 

defensive ^sterns.” 

Chairman John W. Warner (R- : 
Va.) told Dde that his remarks had | 
created a ne^tive atmosphere I 
about Die administration’s approach 


to Geneva. Warner said be bdieved 
•that the United States is prepared 
to discu ss testing and deidoynient 
of space defense qrstems and asked 
Dde to comment 

“It would not he a good idea to 
q>ecidate” on Die Anaerkan nego- 
tiating position. Dde aaid. repeating 
that “Uiort-tenn Soviet violations” 
cf the ABM treaty would he ' 

brought op. I 

Sen. Edward M. .Kennedy (D- 

ifes&) declared that the Reagan ! 

a dminist ration was ^Idling the So- 
viets to abide by the ABM treaty^ 

and at the same time aavinff “Vns 
intended to break out on our own” 

- ndien we dqiloy a apeoe-based Star 
Wars defense system. 

Dde retoonded that “Ve are abid- 
big by the treatjT with the current 
xeaearefa program and tiiat in toe 
fritiTO. “^ire are propo ein g to rene- 
gotiate ^ provisions, not violate it 
. d a n d e s t indly* as be said Moscow 
was doing. 

Sen. Bart (D-Coto.) told 
Dde there was “h ffifieieooe in tone” 
between his statement before the 
committee and a speech delivered 
I Wednesdqr by Ambassador Bsol 
I Mitre, qiecial adviaor to the Seore- 
taiy of State on arms oontroL Dde 
told the Mdxxmunittee toat al- 
ready was “toe very core of our 
loogtorm policy lor reducing toe 
*iito of war,” nd^ Nitse. ac co rd in g 
to Hart, . eniphaaiaed toat nistoe 
defense would be bnpactaat . “if it 
wereanconsfuL” 

■ SDI would be ”of oeotnl impor- 
tanoe if it proves posdUe.* ^ 

He also refined Resgu’s state- 
nent during toe preddential 4e- I 
Wtea^toellMStotewou^ ! 
be willing in toe future to toare bn j 
fennation on deferee todmology. 

That would come hbout. Dde said, 
^aben toe Soviets agree to dboUto 
aDeaenaivesyde^.tlienwe 
wodd agree to work together.” 
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